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IRWINwz, KIMMELMAN
L Attorney for Plalntlff Lo
" .State of New Jersey, Department :
-~ of Environmental Protection i
_L.lecrard"J Hughes Justlce Complex
CUTEN 112
'?*QfTrenton New Jersey 08625

T BY. DAVID W, REGER?J
e ”f‘Deputy Attorney- Gereralz
' 292-1548"

'UPERIOR COURTOF NEW Jzﬁstit‘f{a
CHANCERY DIVISION -~ .~
ESSEX COUNTY . =

QDOCKHT NO c 1852 3351?”4};,x
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a;,;jv“"IRONMEN"AL PROT ECTIOV L o
e : C1v11 Actlon“
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Plalntlffs,g

E _:VS;jw“wr*g?f- s '_ VOTICL OF MOTION
SCIEVLIFIC CHEMICAL PROCLSSING INC
a cornoratlon, et al, . R _ )

'}fDeféndahts*g)r

TO: CLERK OF THE COURT

Harriet Sims Harvey, qu
71 Spring Lane N
Lnglewood New Jersey 07631

Edward J. ogan, £sq.

1073 E. Second Street

Sox 190 ) <.
Scotch Plzins, New.Jersey 07076
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Paul S. Barbire, Esq.

Presto & Barbire

18 Glen Road
‘Rutherford New Jersey 07070
‘Mr Leif R Slgmdhd
215 Comanche Drive =

-chan Port, N. J 07757

T, Herbert G.. Case

' 71,hounta~nv1en,1erraCe
Dunnellen, New Jersey

_T, PL?ASE rAKE NOTIC _that on- Frlday, September 23 1983, at
-9 00 0 clock 1n the forenoon or as soon thereafter as counsel may be
“heard ‘the undersrgned attorney for plalntlff State of New Jersey,
1’~Department of‘Env1ronmental Protectlon,_w111 move before the Honorable
'7Reg1nald Stanton, at the Morrls County Court House Iorrlstown New |
. Jersey, for an order requrrlng that derendants Lelf R. Slgmond and
Domlnlck Presto, a partnershlp, t/a Slgmond and Presto, and Dominick
.Presto 1nd1v1dually and Lelf R, Slgmond 1nd1v1dually, forthwith execute
- a valid contract w1th an approved cleanup contractor for cleanup of
:,Newark Screntrfrc Chemlcal.frocesSLng,llnc srte, in the within captloned
matter. . " B |
aff 1dav1t of Dav1d Ww. Reger Esq
The undersrgned hereby requests that oral argument be scheauled
with'respect_to this motion. |
IRWIN I. KIMMELMAN ,
ATTORNEY GENEZRAL OF NZW JERSEY

Attorney for Pleintiff

B}" u-r\"\‘ (,J [ AT

Devid ﬂ. Reger B
Deputy Attorney CGemercl



* CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to R. 1 6-4 the orlglnal of the ﬂlthln ﬂotlon was flled '

,w1th the Clerk of the Superlor Court in lrenton, a copy was filed. w1th

- the Clerk or ‘E£ssex County and cobies were malled by reoular mall to’

o each nemed party in the above captloned matter

R R . : T DaVld w Reger T ‘, =
‘ Deputy Attorney General '

DAIED: -September 8, 1983 =



~ STATE OF \u:w JERSEY y
: 158 " AFFIDAVIT
COUV”Y OF NERCER ) C S ' o
‘ DAVID'ﬁ“'REGER of full age. belng duly sworn accordlng to -
law ~upon his’ oath deposes and says " ' |

':;Tlﬁ' I am the Deputy Attorney General a551gned to handle the

'<Ti- above captloned matter on behalf of the State Department of

Env1ronmental Protectlon (DEP) |

' 2 By 2 rev1sed order of thls court dated June 15 1983 the"v
owners of property located at 411 Wllson Avenue Vewark New Jersey,
all chemlcal waste and other hazardous substances 51tuated thereon
Ino1v1duals 1nvolved with defendant corporatlons, uClePtlflc Chen1ca1

Process1ng, (SCP), nnergall an and Presto, Inc were also dlrected

: to prov1de DEP and the court w1th flnal plans

’3. On July 7, 1983 a hearlng was held before the court re- -
gardlng the adequacy of the plans submltted by the above parties.
At that time I adv1sed thercourt, on behalf of.DgE that the plan sub—
mitted by SI& W Waste'on;behalf”of defendants, Sigmond and.Presto, 2
: partnershlp, Leif R. Slgmona and Dominick Presto, 1nd1v1dually, ‘were
.generally acceptable, Der1c1enc1es in the plan were noted However,
it wes agreed,that sarie could most: easily be resolved at‘a meeting'
ubetneen thedpartles. 'These results veré‘ultinatelv embodied in zn order

- teat

this court dated.July 27, 1983. Copv is attached &s txhlbl A",

©



d~~4;l A meetlng was held on July 19, 1983 w1th representatlves
or bc1ent1f1c Chemlcal Processrng, My, Sigmond andnﬂr Presto and

T s&wW Waste, Harrlet S Harvey,.usq , ndward J. agan, Esq‘“and Mr. -

: Case to. further dlscuss the aetalls of . the cleanup of the Car15tadt
}and Newark 51tes AL that tlme 1t was agreed between the parties’ that
:Slgnond and Presto would adv1se the State by July. 26 1983 of the _
‘contractor whlch 1t lntended to hlre to undertake the cleanup of the‘-

‘Newark srte ‘ It was further agreed that sald contractor would prov1de

DLP w1th a more - detalled reoort by August 2 1983 I set forth the

. "results of the above meetlng in a letter to Domlnlck Presto dated
;;July 215 1983 } Copy 1s attached as Exhlblt "B" | o

| REE- T By letter dated July 27 1983 Domlnlck Presto adv1sed me -

lthat on - behalf of hlmself 1nd1v1dually and hlS 1nterest in the Slgmond

;and Presto partnershlp, he 1ntended to contract w1th S & V Waste for

- the Newark 31te cleanuo however,'Sane Mr. Slgmond was out of the

country, he stated that he could not speak for Mr.'Slgmond Copy of

Mr. Presto s letter is attached hereto as Exh1b1“ "C"

6. By letter dated July 29 1983, I adv1sed Mr. Presto'that

'51nce he intended to use S & % Waste for the cleanup, an on-site

Jlnspectlon should be arranged between S & W oersonnel and the DEP. A

copy of my letter is attached as’ Exhlblt "D'". Mr. Presto did not

resoond to. thls letter
7. 3By letter dated August 5 1983 '1 advised lour Honor of

the status of the cleanups~or tne‘mewark,and Cerlstadt sites. Regarding

the Vewark 51te, I stated DEP's oosrtron was that i.r Preéto and

Mr. Si gmond had not: made an aoequate effort’ “to ororntlv retain a

- -

coﬁ*ractor to handle the- cleaﬂup of the \e*a“k site. L‘fh*

s

NEY



vstated that I would advise Your Honor of the status of thls situation.
A copy of my letter is attached as Exhlblt “E |

8; Mr Robert Chltren of S & W Waste advrsed me by telephone .
that his company ‘met with Mr. Presto durlng the frrst week of August to
”dlscuss arrangements for cleanup of the Newark srte At that tlme, Mr.
Presto requested that S & W prepare a contract for hlS srgnature |

' 9: By letter dated August 24 1983 Robert Chltren forwarded

;_fme couy of a. form of contract whlch had been provrded to Mr Presto o
»:pursuant o hlS request : p‘ : h' ' A N B
' llQ, By letter dated August 29 1983 to %rr Presto, 1 conflrmed

‘our telephone conversatlon whereln lt was agreed that Mr Presto would
adV1se me by August 31 1983 whether he had emecuted the contract A
copy of my letter is attached as Lxhlblt VE. ‘_ |

V' _ ll I have contacted Mr. Presto on several occas:.ons after the above..
llettertwas sent to determlne the status of the contract He adv1sed that
he had not executed same because there were several Drobleus whlch
. must beiresolveda Mr. Presto s position was confirmed in a letter to
me dated September 1; 1983. A copy of Mr. Presto's letter is attached
| as EXhlblt "G" | i o : :A o _} . h,

'12; on Septenber 6, 1983, I spoke w1th harry Moscatello, a
prrncrpal 1n S & W Waste who advrsed that he had not been contacted by
Mr. Pre5co recardlng the proposed form of contract.

. 13; Based upon the above Facts, it is respectfully submitted
that neither‘Sigmondrand Presto,_a partnershrp,_nor.Mr Slgmond or

-

¥r. Presto, individually, have made & good f2ith effort to enter into



a a“contréeq for;éleaoup of.tﬁe Newarkieite. ihié_eourt haé'directed;
that said defendants'take such action fcrthwith Accordihgly, I had
‘no other cholce but to submit thls motion agaln seeklng the aid of

othls court requestlna that 1t dlrect the above defendants to execute

'the.contract w1th<s-& W aste forthw1th

O«R/L}Q

 ;f o v'”; 'f B o _ David W. Reger T
4“Sworn and subscrlbed to before L '

'fme thls‘4 “8th’ dayv*f Sentember, 1983Q

nm/7k424‘4, Cj; (,,>J(-;i7ﬂ ,’”
“Harie A. Phillips ' i R o -

- Notary Public of New Jersey L T U
’1,"My 001m nxplres 4/2/86 EFTIRREE e T e -
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IRWIN .L T\II L‘AAI\ , _ .’[._,\. “V A YA :
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NEW JERSEY . = L i sNeeme
stterney for Plaintiff - - : o L L

Staze of Wew Jersey, Deuartrent, e S _JULgfrE:e ‘

. of Tavironmental Protection - .
© " Riererd Ju HUPhES Justice Ccnp1ex o : D=WD R RZ’C oas
S CNRL2 T o SER R,

‘Trenton, New Jersey 08625

: _B'l DAVID W REG‘-"R :
Devuty Attoiney General -
(oO°) 292 15&8 ' -

SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY
- CHANCERY DIVISION’
' ESSEX COUNTY
'DOCKET NO. C-1852-83E

© STATE OF NEW JERSZY, DEPARTMENT Tor. )
NVIRO\‘!“I:NTAL_PRO CTION g S ‘
S o Pleintiffs;, . Civil Action
L "véf'. e o ~‘1_ ‘ e T,) - | ORDZR .
SC-EITTI IC Chb-iIC‘&L Pr\OCESSING II\C. , | )
~  a corporatiom, et al o

 Defendants

-

on July 7, 1883, end Deputy,Atthﬁey,GenEral Devié . Reger efves
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‘Presto indLV1cua ly; “znd Rober»tthOncldm Esq. zppearing on behalf
S

- oi the City Q£»Newark;'and Herbert G. Case and leif

-,pro"se; ané”

w | | ItnFurther anpearlng that derendents Domlnlck Presto and
Slgnond and Presto, a partnershlp, Sﬂbﬁltued 2 plan to the court and
‘:{jthe;DZ? Io:~a-cleenﬁ§ﬁofmthe'Newark s' e 1ocated at’ 411 W11son nvenue,

o Vewerk New Jersey, -and. L -
7 | It Iu*therbapoearlng tnat de endant Inmar Assocmetes, Inc.
submltted a plan to the Court and DLP for cleanuo 0; the Car‘stad“
1-51te 70cated at 216 Paterson Plank Roed Carlsead New Jersey, and
| Lhe coure HeVlng cons*dered the eforesald cleenuo n:oposa‘s, znd
brle;s Smeltted regardlna the lssue of - de;endant Xarv1n Mehan s
1ncﬂv1dua1 llablllty, the arguments oi counsel and,:or good czuse
Shown;"«sV ' ;"‘.v-f,. ) ';" v ']. o |
IT IS on tbls ’2577 aay oe;éZaJE; ) 1983 ORDERED that:
‘1. The nronosal for cleanun of the Newark 51Le submitted by

ldefenéents"bominlckafeszog_individuallv7and Sigmond znd Freste, &

; - : -t -" e ‘- S - -
sertnership, is brozdly acceptable te DEP znd the Court.:
sz . s . caf el wRa Wars 2w -, -

2 411 cefendants 1nvolved with the Newark site, togsther
with their represéntetives znd cleanud contractCr ere CLIEITEC TO Zeet
B e neel et el el wmememapmtorives O0F the OEFP 2 1 a5l Sar fmpripe wpmm Sesl Gar
b ehapubaiioxin writh veoresentetrives o0 the DZF TO ClaYiliy LEfuef TC: Zvoly

. . . = .
cidressed 4in The cleenud DYoposal ZoT thé Lewerx £iTé€ Shereelzer,
, ,
sorsoos fer memm Y eme = L Emp sempms emow U izl mm == mesmadis o< =a
£CEfseTy &neLTEEE O ToDe WEETE 2Teriz.s s_TuveTEC T CTRE EWzsTH SLTC
_ v . i
€mz__ Tg PromTIiv inizieated
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3._ Tne p*oposal Lo* cleenL ci the Ce¥lsteéét sit

'vcoes not a*ovzde svificient detail to

efford a basis: fo* evaluaelon._.

4. Representaelves of Inmar “ssoc1ates, Iﬁc., together with.

“its 'cleanu contractor shell meet forthw1th w1tb reDresentaulves of.
P

the DfP to. develop end ag*ee upon a. plan for cleaﬁun of ehe Carlsta

_slte. Therea¢ter ne ssery analyses of the weste materlal situated

';_01 the Cerlstedt 51te shell be promnt1y 1n1tlated

En Defendants, Leif R. Slgmond and Domlnﬂck Pres;o shall

submit plans ;o* cleanup of" the Carls»adt 51te to -the Cou*t end 11

partles.by;August,>4”1983. In ‘the aleernetlve, seld de:endents mey

.lﬂdlcaee Lhet they JOln with the Dlan developed and submitted by Inmar

Assoc1aees Inc.affDerendents Sﬁgmond end Presto are 2lso directed to

participate in meet1n°= wlth.the DEP‘regérdihg cleanup of the Cerlstad:

site a2s set forth in Paregreph 4 gbove.

6. Mr. Cerl Llng, a2 former ewﬁloyee of Scientific Chemical

. Processing. Inec., Energell Ine. and/or Presto Inc. shall cocpe*"te

with the defendants he*eln in ehe devel oameﬁt oT 1-:leﬂe tetion of the
=lezns to cleznup the Newark end Carlstedt sictes.
. 7. Deputy Attorney Generzl Davic W. Reger shell provide the

Courz with g repors




=

endant

' Fh

8.. De farvin Mzhan's motion to dismiss the compleaint

inst him individue 11y'is'deﬁied without prejudice.




State of Xew Jrersry
IR L e ."__pE?A'RTMENT OF LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY.

_ ATTORNEY GENERAL ‘
» . ~ DIVISIONOF LAW. =
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SECTION

3.
v GENERAL

ot : o e LAWRENCE E. ETANLEY
S : . .= RICHARD .J. HUGHES JUSTICE COMPLEX . . . : S23UTY ATIGRANEY GENERL

CN. %2 : S SECTION SwiEs

" "TRENTON 0862f
o , A JOMN M. VAN DALEN
(609)292-1546 L DEFUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL

TELEPHONE ASSISTANT SECTION CHIEF

S e guly 21, 1983

Dominick Presto, Esg. -
 Prestd & Barbire, Esgs.
18 Glen Road o
- | _Rutherforé, New Jersev 07070

. Re: .Stéte oﬁ NéwﬂJe:§ey, DEP v. o
' Scientific Chemical Proceéssing, Inc., et
Docket No. C=1852-83E

wm
-

Dear Mr. Presto:

I believe thzt the meeting held on July 18, 1283 between
representatives of Sigmond and Presto, Mr. Sigmond, Mr. Presto,
'S & W Waste Co. (one of Sigmond and Presto's Dioposed cleanup

_contractors), Harriet Sims Harvey; ES5¢,, Edward J. Egan, IZs3.,
Mr. Case and the DEP wés helpful to all concerned. Personnéel
from the DEP who will be involved with supervising the cleznup
of the Newerk site had the opportunity to review the S & W prepossl
2nd tc precgent their comments regerding same. During digcussions,
DEP Ters recuested that S & W provide the Zcllowing: gualigy
zgguranc 1itv goatrol (Q&/QC) program, detailed gecontaminaticn
srocecur né pilzns for continudbus zir monitoring et the site.
8.8 W in ed trzt this information igs zveilazlé ané can be
crovidsd hwith. ' '
= zhove £igcussions, 1t was &g er the
n¢ 2nd Tresto would zdviszs the Julv 28,
f <re comiracter which St l:mte £ tC
384 cite cleznup. I : e svresd ToiEZ
sciér woulé revicde I -z z2ziled
sicy-ziion Tresentel ! s veTore,
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be:

omirick Presto, Esg. July 21, 1983
: rzce 2
ocether with the aéditionzl materials reguested &t the July 19,
¢83 seeéting. This report is to be forwarcec to wv ztitention by
vcus: 2, 1983. Finallj,‘persehnel,f:om S & ¥ Veste znd D@
cregé that they should meet 2t the NewzrX site to coenduct on-
ite inspections. ' ' ' ' -
Upon receipt of the above information, I will be'in a -
oosition to ‘advise Judge Stanton by August 5, 1983 of the status
o} the \ewark cleanuo. ' ' o o S -
Agsin, I would like to thcnk vou and other rebresenta-
ives of Sigmond and Presto for meeting with us 1n connection with
chis matter. ;
Very tfulygyou:s, .
‘. . - .
' .,Iraln I Kimmelman
nttornev aenbral of New uersev
4£ruf cv élf%ﬁ‘_.
----- -~ David . Recger o
Deputy Attorney Gener 2l
WR:faé
e Jerry quke, £s0.
Eéward J. Egan, EsC.
Bérriet Sims Harvey, Esq.
Leif R. Sigmoné L
Zerbert G. Cese
‘S¢énathan Berg, Dwil
Ron fenne, Dhn
Gecrse Weiss, DWM
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» De;aftﬁént of Law and Public Safety
Division of Law S _
- Envirormental Protection Section
_ ‘Richard J. Hughes Justice Complex
ot
" Trenton, N.J. 08625 . -

 Attn: Mr. David W. Reger,

- Deputy Attorney General
L _Re: State of New Jersey, Department. of Environmental Protection
.. . ws. Scientific¢-Chemical Processing, Inc., et als. . :
e . Docket Mumber: L-1852-83E e

*

‘Dear Mf. Reger: -

_This will confirm our conversation of Monday, July 25, 1983 when T advised -

“vou that Mr. Sigmond.was out of the Country due to the fact that his mother,

who is a resident of Norway, passed away and he is there. T have tried to
eterriine when he will return but 1 am advised- that he made no definite
time and that he was to make the most economic plans possible.

Presto, it is my intention to contract with § & W and I feel confident that
this is the position ¢f Leif Sigmond also with respect to the Newark site.
Of course, the financial aspect will have to be worked out.  _

Spezking in behalf of myself, as a member of the pai‘tnei'shi‘p of Sigmond and

I am not aware of what progress Inmar has made with § & W
am not ready to make any commitment. '

2t this writin

o .
and therefore I

Very truly yours,

TRESTO § BARBIRE
y / : // s
[ e e b~ ,
-,\ -
R o - Tiominick Tresto

EXEIBIT "¢
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ieime pE PAnTM:hT oF LAW AND PUELIC SAFETY I el et
DIVISION OF LAW . ‘ o mcies
el ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SECTION . Cdeeee £ oa
AsSigTANT _ ’R|CHARDJ HUGHES JUSTICE COD-"LEX ’ 7 : ‘. :-'éF.ns.‘csn:
' oN 112 o O T2

TRENTON 0BE2f

: - , C o Cn m e . BESUTY ATTORNEIY GENERS
- e T < . TELEPWONE »60-j9;“"91“/"=;31"8" : . ASSISTANT SECTION CHIEE
‘July 29, 1983
Dominick Presto, Esg.
‘Presto & RBerbire, Esgs.
i8 Glen Road - .
Rutherfozd, New Jersey 07070'

.-

JO=N ML VAN TALEN

' Re: State 6f New Jevsey, DEP v. Sgien‘ific Cn micel Pr ocessing,

Iﬁé- ) Et. C-l o . i . ®
Docket No. L-1852- B2 .,

- - Ieam iﬁ'tegeipt"qz‘vour letter dated: July 27, 1983 advising
that vou intend to contract with § & W Waste for CleanD 0f the Newzrk
site. “Furtheri.wnlle you were not able to determine the position of
Mr. Sigmond, it is my understandlng that the Sigmond znd Presto parther
zlso zpproves of using S & W, _

I Lgcest'that you have personnel from S.'& W contact Jomathan
Berg znd Ron Semnz of the Dena*umenu to errange an on-site imspecticn
of the Droperty. ' . '

} Pursuent to ouvr discissions et the T oifice
rezeriing the cleenup:of the Newark anc (ezic Te
receive & finel plan for cleznup of the Hewar 1CE:

If you heve zny guestions regeriing ¢o noz
nesifete ToO cohtact me.

o: = g J. Zgan, Es¢

- £ gg-:a:?eé, e
e i Cese

b.'

hi

D



State of Xrw Elrr'srg

DEPARTNENT OF LAW AND PUBLIC SA 7Y’
- DIVISION OF LAW :
EhWRONMEhTA'PROlEGﬂONS‘CﬂON

EICRARD J. HUGHES JUSTICE CO?-.PL’X
CN T12
TRENTON D862:

JO0 10 VRN SELEN

UTY 5TTORNEY GENESAL

ISTENT EELTION Cril 27

-
I

:'TELEPH6NE' £0Q-207=154L8 o : ss

August 5, 1983

" Honoradle. Reglnald Szenton L

‘Superier Court of New Jersey ' ,

228 Eall of Records T e e
Kewark, New Jersey 07102 R S

Re: Staue of New Jersey,_Depar;meﬂt of _ﬁv1ronﬁeﬁual
- Protection v.. Scientific Chemicel Processing, Inc., et-al
Docketr No. L- 1852 83E - . S

frof h th re
tresentetives of -nda~ Assoc1 tes, Mr. ?*es 0, ’r. Slgmo‘d, ¥g. Sims
zné S & W Weste. The meeting w2s arranged Dy Inmar to ciscuss the
clezhud of the CaVlsLad* site.  Since Mr. Slgmond ené M¥r. Presto zttenced
che meeting, 6i scuss ions regardlng .¢cleenup 0 the Newark site elso toOK
2lace. . o i v

42 =he zbove meeting, S & W Waste presented th 2 drafs
=lzm fzr cleznus of the Carlstadt site. After revl gme, DEIP
cerscrnnel zook the position thes the proposal wee g v acceptedle,
Sut reguested Zurther detzil in the zrezs ¢ Quelic i/ Cualizy
szsvrence {(JA/CC). decontemination, eiz momizoring fzZezv AT The
g=d &% the meeting, deth Inmar end Mesere., Presto and Sigmoent egresc te
—vovife me with thename of the cleanup contracier which cther fec
rezzined 5 iy 26, 1983. Further, eszch DarTy wes o provide IIFP witn
e reviszecd > tien which Included sections Ciscussing the erees
cf gaficie vgised by DIP By Augus:t I, 1883 )

‘r. Tgenm Hzs edvised e thet § G e vezzimel Tv Inmar to Tanch




(o] rl‘n’—’"_

-
. -

T 1v- .-
PR U §

a

=

Zoeivetrle Regingls Stenton -2- turzeT 3, 19E2
te c_2zfup of the Cerlstadt-site. 24§ rejuested, S
z veviced cleenud plén. There is & mzjier deliciency

eirce § & W again fziled to provide its (&/QC preced
I mzve zsked thet DEP persomnel contect S & ¥ in ord
obtein szme. 1 em advised that DEP %ad severzl ¢the

thet cen be enswered inm a telephone comversation wWit

- Zzsed upon my conversations with D

wES Derson nel it zppeers that th
c stert g€k

as,ea:ly 2s next w

let;er dated July 27, 1983 Hr. PresLo =0v1sed me that he

L By
nteaced to *e:al. _____ S& W Waste To haﬁcle the cleznup of the Kewark site.
Ceov zttached). However, beczuse Mr. Sigmond wzs overseszs at the
ime, Mr. Presto stated that he could not aov1se e 0f the osi i01
£ the Sivmond and Presto Dartnershlo

contacted Mr. Presto's cffice on AU"LSL 3 1983 atteﬁ:tlng
srfiine whether he had, in fact, retazined‘a cTeaﬁup cont*acto-.
bire, hr. Presto's. 1aw partner 'chlSEd thet Mr. Presto h:G
met with S & W Weste and direeted them to forward¢ me a letter ststing
hncu they would be retained by Slngﬂd and Presto. Mr. Barbire
was not a2ble to be more specific because Mr. Presto had left the office
for vacation. Tnereafter, I contacted Robert Chitren of S & W Waste
in an attempt to determine the status of the negciiations between

3

his ™ and Mr. Presto. He advised that Mr. P*es;o zsked S & W wo

e & COﬁ ract LOf his s*gnatL‘e UD01 return Irom VEG“:;Qn-

S:gﬁond_haverOt

N e

‘ z respec;;;lTv submit that Mr. Presto &né Mr.
mzcde an adequate efifort to promptly retzin & contractor to handle
lezsud of the Newark site. .At the hezring on July 7, 1883, the State
cck the position that the ¢leanup plén submicted by Fresto and
K ad was geherally adequate. Since 2 contractor still has mot been
ned, it is cleezr thet little movement Red octurrec in the last
vring the hearing, Your Honcr TecCe iT very eiesy thet ths
s were to make every effort o evpedite the cleenups of ih
In the cese of the Newark sizZg,” I do mot Telieve the:
¢tich wés followed. Accorcinziry, iI Mr. Freste s mcT edvise
14 cdave of the cate hereof thel § & W wzste Dasg been retszineld
> The Newark site, I recuest thet this (ourt set cown the
tne cleznud of the NWewerk site I0Y 2 neeving. 2 -citien,
ing shculé ceel with the fimanmcizl czpati <3 te-
nvolved with that site to pev oz E 2z
T oen Awgast 22, 1883 fo advise vou Iozhs
sTencis moving
seex C Vewris
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o t=is metter, there is 2 need to ewpecite it In e
sccerdingly, in orcer to assure thet there &Te nc cel
plementztion of the cleanups, I request thet this C&& Y
Your FHonor's calender re heé, then being escigned e z nmew Jucge.
DAR:mén -
Enclosute - s
ce: All counsel w/enc. -
- Jerry Burke, Zsq. Sl
Leonard Romino, BSM
: _}E.leh.? Sigmond
Mr. Berbert G. Case:
- '@#encJ ] .
R 3 o .
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© Depz¥ment of Law e_nd Publlc Sa f_

,';'.-j»-'\';s;c-:_‘. o* law . - o ; _ :
“Emvivermental Protec t;on Secticn .- e _
G Richerd J. Hug“e< Tst .ce Comlex L DR -
Trenten, N.J. 08625 '

AtTod MY Devid W. Reger, * . . -

- Deputy Attorney General - : . . ¢

' Re: State of New Jersey, De:aa*tment of'.“:rnrlrom='1tal Prosectien
- vs. Scientific Cheinical Processing, Inc., et &is. :
Docket. Number: L-1852-E3E -
Déegr . Reger:
This will confivm our comversation of Monday, July 25, 1083 whea 1 edviséd
yeu 7het Mr. Sigmond was out of the Country due 0 the fazet that NOTRET
who 1¢ z resident of Norwey, passed awzy ané he 15 tnere a
3 e when he will return but 1 am 2dvised that ReTm &
to meke the most econc:it plan '
&=
T zmonot suware of what profress Inmav hes made IR I OEW
27 0ot rezfy 10 meke Emy cCTmiTHEnT.
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State of Xrw Jrrsey

v CeramaL DEPARTMENT OF LAW AND PUBLIC SAFETY
e < . DIVISION OF LAW .
____ TxOMAS W CREELEM . ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SECTION ‘
FIRST ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL - . RICHARD J. HUGHES JUSTICE COMPLEX, © oo pgs

EN Mz Tt T SECTION CHIEF
TRENTON DBE2E Lo o : - ‘
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VEY GENERAL

: = JORN W VAN BALEN
- . , ; - DEFUTY ATTORNEY BENERAL
. recerMone_(60Q) 202-1548 | ASSISTANT SECTION CHIEf

o Aggﬁst 29,v1983 
Dozinick PrESto,'Esq: |
Presto znd Barbira, EIsgs.
18 Glen Road -~ - =~ -1 - o
Rutherford, New Jersey. 07070_

| ‘Re: Stzte of New Jersey v. Scientific Chemiczl Processing.

L o .
Dezr Mr. Presto:

_ This is to confirm our telephone conversation onm this date wherein
you advised that you are preésentlv reviewing the form of contract for-
wazrded To you by S & W Waste, It-was agreed that you would zéVise me
by August 31lst whether you had executed same. E

Very truly yours,

RWIN I. KIMMELMAN
ttorney Generel

> -t

By ' phe. oy B
Devic Reg
Deputy Atterneyv Cenefel
DvR:meD -
ce: Jerryv Burke, Esc.
EXHIBIT *'F" .
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY - e .
DEPARTMENT OF LAW AND. PUBLIC SAPETY R e
DIVISION OF LAW . _ .
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION SECTION =~ - S -
. RICHARD'J. HU("-ES JUSTICE CO\iPLB( S L
CON 112 ,
Trenton Ne\\ Jersev : 08625

"ATTN: DAVID W. REGER DEPUTY ATTORNEY

| L RE STATE OF N. J. - SCIENTIFIC CHEMICAL PROCESSING

Dear Mr. Reger: R | | .

. This will confirm our telephone conversation of todav whereln 1 advised
~ vou of the progress being made with the S & W Waste contract. I did

meet with Herb Case and we reviewed the contract from its content
point of view and ‘the cha.nges which were to be made. .

In my v1e\~, the contract was quite one 51ded and of necessity I must
make certain modifications. Addltlonallv their Dronoced cost schedule
was at’ \'anance with our oncflnal discussiong in th1< matter. ‘

Mr. Case is to meet with one of the r‘epresemat:weé of S & ¥ to discuss
the cost aspects and I am preparing the language changes for the
agreement. These language changes w111 mclude protective clauses,
representetions, and will spell out what T contend to hzve been some of
the lmderstandmos w‘ruch we had. As an examnle, theie i1l be certain
cenersrors who will afree to remove certain drums, etc. and I must
spell out this provision. '

1 have also contacted George Temal of Immar to ditcuss their cost
arrengements with S & W so that I may have 2 comparlcen I <ic spezk
to Edward Egan, Esq. but he cﬁ not have amv informetion concerning tne
Cost errengements. :

As soop as I hear from My. Case and heve spoken to Mr, Terpek 1 will
vise vou of the new developmenis. .

Vet tndly vours
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